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10 CFR 50 Avoendix I, a lation of the Cosmiseion., Petition-
ers aubmit that as amend Cor@ention 71 is suitable for asdmis~
sion under the "special cfPcundances™ rule of of 10 CPR 2.768 (b)),

The purnose of 10 CPE SO 8pn. T 48 to protect tha health
of the pusrlic reriding i proguity to the cite from radlo-activ-
ity., fhizs is vost atrongly efidenced by Seotion 2 (A) whieh
sets a liwit of railo-ac§ive Rosare from an LWR to a husan body
or human orgen in unrestPict aresas. Murther, the re-ulations
in tka Appenadix are to "aspipt applicant for . « . light-water-
cooled nuclear vower reactof in reeting the rocuiremencs of
; 10 CPR S0.%0(a) . . «" which requires epnlicante to contrel
raacoue efliusnts produced gurinz uormal operations ag low as
ia woaagoanhly achievable. 1le 50,.%4{a) balenues techuolo-y
plus costs with benefits the nublic health #md safety, it
is clear that but for the Rangers of radistion the repulation
would he unnececsary. Thét is, owcause radiation dosage to |
the public nwuat bYs econtrojed it is necessary to have the roge- i
ulation exsrt {its influcoge on *he conatruction of LwRa,
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Avpilcation of 10 CPk 2.758 (a) to contention #1 as amen~
ded would cut off counsi@eretion of protection of human health
| in the exceptional cireugstance of a city which may reaaonably
: be exdhected to raceive g portiom of the burden of radio-active
isotones enitted from tRe plagt Lo norwal operation and is
already bhurdaned by thefpresence of over abundant pollutants
in excess of the health guidelines of the regulatory szency
angsigned to wonitor such pollutanta.

Petitioner submita that the 2ir vollution situation 4in |

; Harvis Couuty erectieg a "gpecial ﬂiruumatahcn" under 0 CFR ,
2.758 (b) and that rejection of Contention #41 as amended ;

becauss it 18 an inparmiasible chal.enge to 40 CFR SO Anr. 1 |

would defeat the vary purpoas {or which 10 CPR %0 Ano. I |

was adopted. !

Reapectful'y submitted:

11,/21/78 @
indi»iiuPLv and” reoresenting '
adille Coslition of Texas (Bouston).

APYIDAVIT ,
| : k. set forth That I have direct :
| personsl Vow‘e £ o @ truth of the statewents setting forth 2

the #pes circuastancoa in the above action ag regards the
alr quality of Harris Counity, and that sueh excess of ogone
and particulates Jjustify eongideration of the radiation level
ftow the proposed vlant &8 » syeciml ¢1rcumntanro in the cog
- Btructionr¥£censing hearing. I further aver th at the apscial
| cipcumatances deseribed would meke application of the ruls,
10 ¢ 758(a) not serve the purposes of 10 CFR 50 Appendix IX.
by

wq ».~ he me %’% B this day Rovuﬁar
riw beh : IT?ian of Toxa; (Houeton).
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